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marriage, he later went through an English ceremony of marriage at
the Holborn registry office with the petitioner, an Englishwoman.
It was held that the Hindu marriage, though potentially poly-
gamous in character at that date, was to be recognized as valid
by an English court, that it was a bar to a subsequent mono-
gamous marriage in England, and that therefore the petitioner
was entitled to a decree nisi for the_annulment of her marriage.
\ In the course of his judgment. Lord Greene, afteFa3vertmg to
the married status that the man possessed by virtue of the Hindu
law of his domicil, said:
'Will that status be recognized in this country ? English law certainly
does not refuse all recognition of that status. For many purposes, quite
obviously, the status would have to be recognized. If a Hindu domiciled
in India died intestate in England leaving personal property in this
country, the succession to the personal property would be governed by
the law of his domicil; and in applying the law of his domicil effect
would have to be given to the rights of any children of the Hindu
marriage and of his Hindu widow, and for that purpose the courts of
this country would be bound to recognize the validity of a Hindu
marriage so far as it bears on the title to personal property left by an
intestate here; one can think of other cases.'1
The exact limits within which a polygamous status demands
recognition have not yet been worked out by the courts. Thus,
in the same judgment, Lord Greene was at pains to stress that
his remarks and the decision of the court had no bearing upon
the law of bigamy, but that whether a man already married
according to Hindu law would be indictable for going through
a later ceremony in England would depend upon the correct
interpretation of the word 'married' in the Offences Against
the Person Act, i86i.2
The final question is—What law determines whether
marriage is monogamous or polygamous? If, for instance, a
woman domiciled in England marries a Moslem in London ter of *
marriage?
1	At pp. 127-8. In the earlier case of In the Estate of Abdul Majid Behhah,
The Times newspaper 16 and 18 Dec. 1926; 14 and 18 Jan. 1927; 48 L.Q.R.
348, where a Mohammedan domiciled in Baghdad had married two English
wives in Engknd according to Mohammedan rites, an order of court was made
which was based upon the assumption that both marriages were valid and also
that the children of each wife were legitimate. In a case similar to that suggested
by Lord Greene, the Californian court distributed the intestate's property
equally between his two surviving wives; Bir*s Estate (1948), 83 CaL App. 2d.
256; Cheatham, op. cit, p. 721.
2	At p. 130. For a detailed discussion of the question of bigamy see 17 M.L.R.
344 et seqq. (G, W. Bartholomew).

